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In a heterogeneous mass of material from so many writers one must 
expect diversity of opinion about disputed points. It should have been 
possible to avoid errors in matters of fact, however, and the work of these 
unlearned compilers should not have been allowed to stand beside that of 
Professors Sayce, Beet, Curtiss and the others without having undergone a 
careful revision under the hand of a competent scholar. G. S. G. 



Demon Possession and Allied Themes, being an inductive study of Phenom- 
ena of our own time. By Rev. John L. Nevius, D.D., for forty years 
a missionary to the Chinese, with an Introduction by Rev. F. F. Ellin- 
wood, D.D. Fleming H. Revell Company, New York and Chicago, 1894. 
Pp. X. + 482. 

There are two classes of persons to whom the question of the nature of 
the phenomena of demoniacal possession as recorded in the New Testament pre- 
sents no difficulty. There are those who hold it as a consequence of the authority 
of Christ and of the inspiration of the New Testament that every statement 
of the gospels and all the implications thereof are strictly true. They believe 
therefore that neither on the part of Christ nor of the New Testament writers can 
there be either accommodation to the current conceptions of their day (on 
many matters of course imperfect or incorrect, as is true in greater or less 
degree of the popular ideas, not to say the scientific " certainties " of every age 
thus far), or any degree of participation in those ideas except so far as they 
were true. Such persons of course find in the New Testament clear evidence 
that the demons were actual spiritual entities, that acquired a certain degree 
of control over the bodies of men, and even in some cases of animals, to the 
great damage and discomfort of the possessed. There are others, some of 
them materialists, some very far from accepting the materialistic philosophy, 
yet both alike so far influenced by the trend of modern discovery showing 
that many phenomena formerly attributed to the activity of demons, etc., are 
simply cases of brain disease, as to accept the conclusion that all phenomena 
apparently due to demoniacal influence, so far as they are not pure pretense or 
illusion, are the result wholly of an abnormal physical condition upon the part 
of the subject. 

These two classes of persons find no difficulty with demoniacal possession. 
But there are those to whom the matter is not so simple. On the one hand 
the a priori argument concerning the nature of the New Testament testimony 
is not wholly convincing. It seems to them necessary to determine the pre- 
cise nature of inspiration and the possible extent of accommodation from the 
ascertained facts rather to determine beforehand what these must be on any 
a priori grounds. On the other hand they remember that there is on record a 
great multitude of psychic phenomena, both from times long gone by and 
from our own day, some of which have certain elements closely resembling 
those of demonism, and many of which have as yet been but very imperfectly 
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explained. These persons feel themselves deterred by such facts from pro- 
nouncing too hasty a judgment on the nature of the phenomena recorded in 
the New Testament. They conceive it possible that the first view mentioned 
above may be correct, though they are not convinced by the deductive argu- 
ment from somewhat insecure premises. They are ready to accept the con- 
clusion that demoniacal possession involves the existence of no second spiritual 
entity but is purely a matter of diseased brain and nerve tissue, when that is 
proved. But the evidence thus far adduced seems to them to fall far short of 
proving this, and the argument for it strangely to ignore a large mass of 
evidence apparently pointing in another direction. They are compelled to 
regard the question as one that is still open to investigation, and they look 
with interest to see whether the careful study of phenomena recorded in 
history, or still better discovered in our own day, where the investigator may 
deal not merely with a past record but with the actual phenomena themselves, 
will throw any light upon the problem of the precise nature of the facts pre- 
sented in the gospels. 

To persons of this third class especially, this book of Dr. Nevius will be 
deeply interesting, particularly for the facts concerning demonism in China, 
presented in the first seven chapters and in the appendix. The careful stu- 
dent will often wish that he could have been present on the ground to inquire 
more carefully into all the facts than seems to have been done by the Chinese 
observers untrained in scientific observation. Yet this testimony has a certain 
value just because of the source from which it comes, and no reader of the 
New Testament can fail to be struck with the close parallel, undesigned it 
would seem, between these modern Chinese instances of possession and those 
narrated in the gospels. Of course the paralleling of the phenomena does 
not itself settle the question of their nature ; in a sense it leaves the problem 
exactly where it was — we have more instances but no new elements of the 
problem. Yet this is not quite the whole truth. The duplication of the 
phenomena in modern times is itself a fact of significance, tending to confirm 
the accuracy of the New Testament record so far as it pertains to the phe- 
nomena themselves, viewed simply as such, and to limit the problem to 
the discovery of the nature and causes of the phenomena. Moreover, if the 
testimony of this volume is in all respects trustworthy, and no one can doubt its 
honesty at any rate, it tends to exclude certain explanations of the facts which 
the New Testament records did not so certainly enable us to exclude. Thus 
one of the striking parallels between the New Testament instances and the 
Chinese cases is that the demoniacs seem to have knowledge of matters of 
which, aside from the fact of their "possession," they were wholly ignorant. The 
demoniacs mentioned in the gospels are said in repeated instances to have 
cried out, Thou art the Son of God, and this at a time when, according to the 
gospel record, there had been no general recognition of Jesus as the Son of 
God or Messiah. The Chinese demoniacs are in a number of instances 
reported as knowing things in their demonized state of which they knew 
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nothing when in their normal state ; in several instances they declare that 
Jesus is the Son of God, though showing fear of him or hostility to him ; and 
there is even one instance in which a possessed woman talked continually 
of God and Christ and the Holy Spirit, yet "so far as we could reason," the 
narrator cautiously says, " the woman had never had any opportunity whatever 
of learning the doctrine." These are certainly interesting parallels ; perhaps 
they are much more than this ; they must, to say the least, be included in that 
mass of modern testimony on this and kindred topics which must be consid- 
ered by the scholar who would solve the problem of the nature of that which 
has been in ancient times and is today in certain quarters known as demon- 
ism. 

When the book passes beyond the presentation of testimony from China, 
and comes to deal with the explanation of the matter, it becomes of less inter- 
est, and we are inclined to think of less value. The discussion of the teachings 
of Scripture is far from satisfactory. Far too little allowance is made for the 
difficulty of conveying to men of the first century a correct idea of the real 
and exact nature of demoniacal possession, supposing only that it may have 
been something else than the common popular theory made it, and of the 
consequent possibility that a distinction is to be made between the literal sense 
of the language used and the actual significance of the facts. The argument 
for the accuracy of the evangelists based on the agreement of their several 
accounts strangely ignores the fact now almost undisputed, that these agree- 
ments are in large part due to the derivation of the several accounts from one 
source. In the discussion of the biblical doctrine of Satan, poetical language 
is treated as if it were perfectly sober prose (pp. 267, 268), and the evidence 
afforded by both Old Testament and New Testament that different con- 
ceptions existed of the function of Satan in the divine economy, is wholly dis- 
regarded. The discussion of modern theories will be informing to one who has 
not given special attention to the subject, but it will not obviate the necessity 
of another and more exhaustive treatment of the matter. 

We heartily commend this book to the attentive and discriminating read- 
ing of students of the Bible who wish to have an intelligent opinion on the ques- 
tion of the nature of the demon-possession spoken of in the New Testament. 
No other book known to us is so really informing upon the subject as this. 
Especially would we urge those to read it who have been accustomed with easy 
skepticism to dismiss the subject on the ground that science has proved that 
there are no such things as demons. This book does not settle the difficult 
question. It does make some contribution to the subject. It is to be hoped 
that before very long we shall have a still better book based on a still wider 
and more penetrating study of the whole subject. 

The bibliography added by Henry W. Rankin, Esq., is a most valuable 
addition to the book. E. D. B. 



